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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 January 2005 . 
2a)|3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) S Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 3 5 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Salimando, U.S. Patent No. 5,970,133 
(hereinafter Salimando) in view of Tessler et al, U.S. Patent 
No. 6,289,090 (hereinafter Tessler). 

Regarding claim 1, Salimando discloses an audible 
confirmation system (see Figure 1) in an Intelligent Network for 
allowing a calling party to audibly hear an audible name of a 
call recipient, the audible confirmation system comprising: 

a database (40) configured for storing a plurality of text 
names wherein each of the plurality of text names is associated 
with a unique identifier; 

a signal control point (col. 3, line 15) coupled to the 
database, the signal control point independent (see Figure 1) of 
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a call routing path and independent (see Figure 1) of a data 
path between the calling party and a text to speech converter 
(3 0) , and configured to control the retrieval of a select one of 
the plurality of text names in response to a call recipient 
selected by the calling party; 

the text to speech converter (3 0) coupled to the control 
point and configured to convert the selected one of the 
plurality of text names into the audible name. 

With further respect to claim 1, Salimando fails to 
disclose the signal control point is independent of the 
database. However Tessler discloses this limitation (see col. 
10, lines 5-45) . Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Salimando with a system wherein the signal control point 
is independent of the database as taught by Tessler. This 
modification would have improved the efficiency of Salimando by 
distributing the database as suggested by Tessler (column 10) . 

Regarding claim 2, see columns 3 and 4 of Salimando. 
Regarding claim 3, see columns 3 and 4 of Salimando. 
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Regarding claim 4, Salimando discloses a method of allowing 
a calling party to audibly identify a call recipient (see Figure 
2), the method comprising the following steps: 

initiating a call from the calling party directed to an 
identifier belonging to the call recipient (110) ; 

matching (116) the identifier to a text name corresponding 
to the recipient within a database by a signal control point 
(col. 3, line 15) independent (see Figure 1) of a call routing 
path and independent of a data path between the calling party 
and a text to speech converter (30) ; 

retrieving the text name of the recipient from the database 
(118) ; 

converting the text name of the call recipient to an 
audible name (120) ; 

audibly playing the audible name of the call recipient to 
the calling party prior to connecting the call (124) . 

Regarding claim 5, see columns 3 and 4 of Salimando. 

Regarding claim 6, see columns 3 and 4 of Salimando. 

3. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Salimando combined with Tessler in further 
view of Fahrer et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,078,655 (hereinafter 
Fahrer) . 
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Regarding claim 7, the combination of Salimando and Tessler 
does not disclose automatically redialing the call recipient if 
the call cannot be connected. However Fahrer discloses this 
limitation (col. 9, lines 5-15). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the combination of 
Salimando and Tessler with the redialing step taught by Fahrer. 
This modification would have modernized the Salimando-Tessler 
combination by allowing calls to be completed between a called 
party and a calling party as suggested by Salimando and Fahrer. 

4. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Salimando combined with Tessler and Fahrer, in 
further view of Finnigan, U.S. Patent No. 6,650,737 (hereinafter 
Finnigan) . 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Salimando, Tessler 
and Fahrer does not disclose leaving the call recipient a pre- 
recorded message from the calling party. However Finnigan 
discloses this limitation (col. 5, lines 25-30). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to further modify the 
combination of Salimando, Tessler and Fahrer with the message 
taught by Finnigan. This modification would have improved 



Application/Control Number: 09/513,02 9 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2 64 5 

convenience by allowing a calling party to contact a called 
party as suggested by Salimando, Tessler, Fahrer and Finnigan. 

5. Claims 9-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Finnigan in view of Salimando combined with 
Tessler . 

Regarding claim 9, Finnigan discloses a method of allowing 
a calling party to audibly identify a call recipient (see 
abstract) , wherein the method comprising pre-recording a voice 
message by the calling party directed toward an identifier 
belonging to the call recipient (col. 5, 25-30) and audibly 
playing the audible name of the recipient to the calling party 
(col. 2, lines 20-30). 

Finnigan does not disclose matching the identifier to a 
text name corresponding to the call recipient by a signal 
control point independent of a call routing path and independent 
of a data path between the calling party and a text to speech 
converter, wherein the identifier and the text name are stored 
within the database and converting the text name of the call 
recipient to an audible name. However Salimando discloses these 
limitations (see Figures 1 and 2a) . Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Finnigan with the matching and 
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converting steps taught by Salimando. This modification would 
have improved the cumulative features of Finnigan by allowing 
for an announcement database that stores either text or audio 
data as suggested by Salimando. 

The combination of Finnigan and Salimando fails to disclose 
the signal control point is independent of the database. However 
Tessler discloses this limitation (see col. 10, lines 5-45). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the 
combination of Finnigan and Salimando with a system wherein the 
signal control point is independent of the database as taught by 
Tessler. This modification would have improved efficiency by 
distributing the database as suggested by Tessler (column 10) . 

Regarding claim 10, see col. 2, lines 20-30 of Finnigan. 

Regarding claims 11 and 12, see columns 3 and 4 of 
Salimando. Also see col. 2, lines 20-30 of Finnigan. 

Regarding claim 13, see col. 7, lines 55-65 of Finnigan. 
Also see columns 3 and 4 of Finnigan. 

Regarding claim 14, see column 10 of Tessler. 



Response to Arguments 
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6. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's 
conclusion of obviousness is based upon improper hindsight 
reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based 
upon hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account 
only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at 
the time the claimed invention was made, and does not include 
knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 13 92, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971) . 

Applicant contends Tessler does not teach a mechanism by 
which the display information is converted to speech and audibly 
presented to the caller. However Examiner does not rely on 
Tessler to show the claimed text to speech converter. Salimando 
discloses the claimed text to speech converter (30) . Note while 
Tessler does not explicitly show a text to speech converter, 
Tessler clearly states that display and audible indications can 
be delivered to the caller (column 9) . 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no 
suggestion to combine the references, the examiner recognizes 
that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed 
invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 



Application/Control Number: 09/513,029 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2645 

motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or 
in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. 
Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992) . In this case, Salimando teaches the database 40 
functions as both a database and a control point. Salimando does 
not teach the database is independent of the SCP. Like 
Salimando, Tessler discloses the names database resides on the 
SCP (column 10) . However Tessler indicates that this arrangement 
may not be desirable in instances where the signaling network is 
overloaded. Tessler concludes that the database may be 
distributed fully in the local databases of the central office 
switches in order to avoid the difficulty of overloaded 
networks. For this reason it would have been apparent to an 
individual of average ability in the field to adjust Salimando 
with the alternative arrangement disclosed by Tessler. Applicant 
is strongly advised to amend the claims. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a) . 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Olisa 
Anwah whose telephone number is 571-272-7547. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8.30 AM to 6 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Fan Tsang can be 
reached on 571-272-7533. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are 703-872-9314 for regular communications and 703-872-9314 for 
After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 



0-A- 



Olisa Anwah 
Patent Examiner 
April 9, 2005 
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